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* 44 U.S. CODE SECTION 1333

(a) The Librarian of Congress shall prepare compilations of pertinent excerpts,
bibliographical references, and other appropriate materials relating to:
(1) the subject selected annually by the National University Extension
Association as the national high school debate topic and
(2) the subject selected annually by the American Speech Association as the
national college debate topic.

In preparing the compilations the Librarian shall include materials which in his
jud%nent are representative of, and give equal emphasis to, the opposing points of view
on the respective topics.

(b) The compilations on the high school debate topics shall be printed as Senate

documents and the compilations on the college debatc topics shall be printed as

House of Representative documents, the cost of which shall be charged to the

congressional allotment for printing and binding. Additional copies may be printed

iin the quantities and distributed in the manner the Joint Committee on Printing
irects.

(Pub. L. 90-620, Oct. 22, 1968, 82 Stat. 1270.)
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Foreword

The 2001-2002 high school debate topic is "Resolved: That the United States
federal government should establish a foreign policy significantly limiting the use of
weapons of mass destruction. This topic is chosen by the revelant debate associations.

In compliance with 44 U.S, Code, section 1333*, the Congressional Research
Service of the Library of Congress prepared this bibliography to assist high school
debaters in researching the topic. This bibliography is intended to assist debaters in the
identification of further references and resources on the topic. In selecting items for this
manual, the Congressional Research Service {CRS) has sampled a wide spectrum of
opinions reflected in the cutrent literature on this issue. No preference for any policy is
indicated by the selection or positioning of articles cited, nor is CRS disapproval of any
policy or atticle to be inferred from its omission. .

Some of the U.S. government documents listed in this bibliography niay be found
in 11,8, government depository libraries, which can be identified by local public or
college libraties. The Library of Congress cannot distribute copies of these or other-
materials to debaters. This manual is also available on the GPO Acvcess Home Page on

* the World Wide Web at hitp://www.access.gpo.gov.

The bibliography was prepared by Tara Rainson, Librarian, and Michelie Lucy-
Roper, Intern, Office of Information Resources Management, CRS under the direction
of Shetry B, Shapiro, Information Resource Specialist. Production was made possible
by Ann Eschete, Information Resources Assistant.

 Good luck to each debater in researching, preparing and presenting arguments on
this year's topic.

Daniel P. Mulhollan, Director
Congressional Research Service
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Introduction

The 2001-2002 high school debate topic is: “Resolved: That the United States
Federal Government Should Establish a Foreign Policy Significantly Limiting the Use of
Weapons of Mass Dcstruction.”

This selective bibliography is intended to help dcbatcrs identify resources and
references on the debate topic. The bibliography lists citations to books, congressional
publications, and magazine and journal articles. The manual is divided into six
subtopics: general, chemical amg biological weapons; nuclear weapons, nonproliferation
policies, and national missile defense; terrorism; treaties and agreements and glossary of
commonly used acronyms. Debaters may look for these and related resources at their
local high school, research, government depository, and public libraries.

There are a number of debate websites available for consultation. Examples
include:

the National Federation of State High School Associations;
hup://www.nfhs.org/NFISDA. htm,

the University of Kansas Government Documents Library;
hitp:/kuhttp.ce.ukans.edu/cwis/units/kulib/docs/debate2000. himl, and

the University of Michigan Documents Center,
http://www.lib.umich.edu/libhome/Documents.center/debate00. html.

The above websites contain many links to documents and to websites of
organizations active in the weapons of mass destruction debate. A web search on the
topic “high school debate” will yield a wide variety of debate related websites for
[urther research.

Summary

The purpose of the debate manual is to provide students with a brief overview of
information concerning the 2001-2002 national high school debate topic, “Resolved:
That the United States Federal Government Should Establish a Foreign Policy
Significantly Limiting the Use of Weapons of Mass Destruction.”
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This bibliography includes citations to books, congressional publications, and
magazine and journal articles. The compilation is not intended to supply complete
coverage of the topic. Further research on limiting weapons of mass destruction in
general, as well as each suggested subtopic, can be done at high school, research,
depository, and public libraries.

Databases available through the Congressional Research Service’s Office of
Information Resources Management were used to prepare this bibliography. The
manual is divided into six subtopics: general; chemical and biological weapons; nuclear
weapons, nonproliferation policies, and national missile defense; terrorism; treaties and
agreements and glossary of commonly used acronyms.

GENERAL

Bailey, Kathleen C.

Weapons of mass destruction: costs versus benefits. New Delhi, Manohar
Publishers and Distributors, 1994. 147 p.

Butler, Richard.

The greatest threat: Iraq, weapons of mass destruction, and the growing crisis of
global security. New York, Public Affairs, 2001. 262 p.

CATO Handbook for Congress: 107® Congress.
Chapter 50: Terrorism and weapons of mass destruction.

Available on the Internet at: -
http://'www.cato.org/pubs/handbook/hb107/hb107-50.pdf

Chandler, Robert W.

New face of war: weapons of mass destruction and the revitalization of America’s
transoceanic military strategy. McLean, Va., Amcoda Press, 1998. 465 p.

Cirincione, Joseph.
Defending America. Georgetown journal of international affairs, winter/spring
2002: 137-145.

Available on the Internet at:
http://cfdev.georgetown.edu/publications/journal/ws02cirincione.pdf

CQ Researcher.
Weapons of mass destruction: can the U.S. protect itself? Washington, Mar.
8, 2002: whole issue (p. 193-214).
Partial contents.— Germ warfare.— Anti-proliferation efforts.— Impact of Gulf
War.— Anthrax lessons.— Vaccine controversy.— Nuclear sabotage and “dirty
bombs’.



DeLorenzo, Robert A.

Weapons of mass destruction: emergency care. Upper Saddle River, NJ,
Prentice Hall, 2000. 152 p.

Drielak, Steven C. Brandon, Thomas R.

Weapons of mass destruction: response and investigation. Springfield, IIl.,
Charles C. Thomas, 2000. 227 p.

Preventing the use of weapons of mass destruction. Edited by Eric Herring. Portland,
Ore., Frank Cass, 2000. 226 p.

Partial contents. — Counter proliferation, conventional counter force and
nuclear war. — Iran and Iraq as rational crisis actors, — The international system
and use of weapons of mass destruction. — The methodology of mass destruction:
assessing threats in the new world order.

Repairing the regime: preventing the spread of mass destruction. Edited by Joseph
Cirincione. Washington, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, April
2000. 304 p.

From the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace global policy
program - non-proliferation project. Contains country resources, news articles,
conference information.

SIPRI (Stockholm Peace Research Institute) military expenditure and arms
production project.

Available on the Internet at: http://projects.sipri.se/milex.html
Partial contents.— Recent trends in military expenditure.— Country and

regional studies on military expenditure. — Trends in arms production.— Data on
national arms production.

SIPRI (Stockholm Peace Research Institute) Yearbook 2001: armaments,
disarmament and international security. New York, Oxford University Press,
2001. 715 p.

Tenet, George J.
The threat: an intelligence assessment. American intelligence journal, v. 19, spring
1999: 5-13.
In this statement before the Senate Armed Services Committee on Current

and Projected National Security Threats, the Director of the CIA discusses
threats posed by weapons of mass destruction, regional instability, and terrorism.

U.S. Central Intelligence Agency.

Unclassified report to Congress on the acquisition of technology relating to
weapons of mass destruction and advanced conventional munitions, 1 Jan.
Through 30 June 2001.

Available on the Internet at:
hitp://www.cia.gov/cia/publications/bian/bian_jan_2002.htm
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Contents. — Acquisition by country: Iran, Irag, North Korea, Libya, Syria,
Sudan, India, Pakistan, Egypt. — Chemical, biological, radiological, and nuclear
terrogism: key suppliers: Russia, North Korea, China, Western Countries. —
Trends.

U.S. General Accounting Office.

Weapons of mass destruction: State Department oversight of science centers
program: report to the chairman and to the ranking member, Subcommittee on
Foreign Operations, Committee on Appropriations, U.S. Senate. Washington,
G.A.0.,2001. 29 p.

Available on the Internet at: http.//purl.access.gpo.gov/gpo/LPS/2526
GAO-01-582,” May 2001.

U.S. Department of State. Bureau of Nonproliferation.
Available on the Internet at: http://www.state.gov/t/np

Bureau web site contains information on nuclear nonproliferation, nuclear
weapons free zones, biological weapons, chemical weapons, export controls,
advanced conventional weapons, and treaties and agreements.

Utgoff, Victor.

The coming crisis: nuclear proliferation, U.S. interests, and world order.
Cambridge, Mass., MIT Press, 2000. 319 p.

Partial contents. — The specter of nuclear, biological, and chemical weapons
proliferation. — Universal deterrence or conceptual collapse? Liberal pessimism
and utopian realism. — U.S. security policy in a nuclear-armed world, or what if
Iraq had had nuclear weapons? — The response to renegade use of weapons of
mass destruction.

Weapons of mass destruction terms handbook. Washington, Government Reprints
Press, 2001.

Weapons of mass destruction: opposing viewpoints. Edited by Jennifer A. IS{urley.
an

Diego,
Calit.
Greenh
ave
Press,
1999.
176 p.

Partial contents. — How likely is a terrorist attack involving weapons of mass
destruction? — What policies should the United States adopt toward nuclear
weapons? — How can the United States defend itself from an attack? — Will
international treaties curb weapons proliferation?

WMD: Weapons of mass destruction: the new strategic framework. Special issue of
U.S. foreign policy agency, an electronic journal of the U.S. Department of State.
July 2002.



Auvailable on the internet at:
http:/fusinfo.state.gov/journals/itps/0702/ijpe/ijpe0702.htm

Partial contents. — The new strategic framework: a response to 21* century
threats. — U.S. approaches to nonproliteration. — Nuclear offensive arms
reductions - past and present. — The U.S.-Russian front against terrorism and
weapons proliferation.

CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS

Alibek, Ken.

Biohazard: the chilling true story of the largest covert biological weapons program
in the world-told from inside by the man who ran it. New York, Randham House,
1999. 319 p.

Ban, Jonathan.

Agricultural biological warfare: an overview. Chemical and biological arms
control institute, 2000. 8 p.

Betts, Richard K.

The new threat of mass destruction. Foreign affairs, v. 77, Jan./Feb. 1998: 26-
41.

«,.. the roles [weapons of mass destruction] play in international conflict are
changing. They no longer represent the technological frontier of warfare.
Increasingly, they will be weapons of the weak-states or groups that militarily are
at best second-class. The importance of the different types among them has also
shifted. Biological weapons should now be the most serious concern, with nuclear
weapons second and chemicals a distant third . . . . the mainstays of Cold War
security policy-deterrence and arms control-are not what they used to be. Some
new threats may not be deterrable . . .”.

Croddy, Eric. Perez-Armendariz, Clarisa. Hart, John.

Chemical and biological warfare: a comprehensive survey for the concerned
citizen. New York, Copernicus Books, 2001. 336 p.

Partial contents.—Who has these weapons?—Threats and responses.— Basic
concepts.—Chemical warfare: a brief history.—Biological warfare: a brief
history.~Control and disarmament.

Dando Malcolm.

The new biological weapons: threat, proliferation, and control. Lynne Rienner
Publishers, Inc. Boulder, CO, 2001. 181 p.

Garrett, Laurie.
The nightmare of bioterrorism. Foreign affairs, v. 80, Jan./Feb. 2001: 76-89.

“Biological terrorism is now a greater menace than ever, yet the world
remains woefully unprepared to protect itself. Public health systems must
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stockpile vaccines and develop response strategies but they risk losing legitimacy
if governments continue to rely on the military and the police for defense against
bﬁgterrorism. It is time to seriously rethink the U. S. approach to this deadly
threat.”

Krepon, Michael. Smithson, Amy E. Parachini, John.

The battle to obtain U.S. ratification of the chemical weapons convention. The
Henry L. Stimson Center, July 1997. 67 p. (Occasional Paper no. 35)

Available on the Internet at: http://www.stimson.org/pubs.cfim?ID=33

From The Henry L. Stimson Center.-- Current projects; reducing the threat
of weapons of mass destruction.

Contains sections on chemical and biological weapons,
nonproliferation, weaponization of space and U.S. nuclear posture.

Available on the Internet at:
http://www.stimson.org/?SN=T120011220106

Levine, Herbert M.

Chemical and biological weapons in our times. New York, Franklin Watts, 2000.
127 p.

Partial contents.— Guarding against the effects of attack.—Past use of )
chemical and biological weapons.— Proliferation: why do nations obtain chemical
and biological weapons?-Terrorism: how much of a problem is it? —Attempts at
control: practical solutions?

Malloy, Curtis D.

A history of biological and chemical warfare and terrorism. Journal of public
health management practice, v. 6, July 2000: 30-37.
A brief history of biological warfare and terrorism. This article argues that

examining disease in history can help public health specialists improve our
surveillance system for bioterrorism.

McCuen, Gary E.

Biological terrorism & weapons of mass destruction, ideas in conflict. Hudson,
Wis., G. E. McCuen Pub., 1999. 160 p.

Pearson, Graham S., et al.

Biological weapons proliferation: reasons for concern, courses of action. Henry L.
Stimson Center, Report no. 24, Jan. 1998. 141 p.

Available on the Intemet at: http.//www.stimson.org/pubs.cfm?ID=29

Contents: The threat of deliberate disease in the 21% century. — Industry’s
role, concerns, and interests in the negotiation of a BWC compliance
protocol.—Doubts about confidence: the potential limits of confidence-building
measures for the biological weapons convention.— Verification provisions of the
chemical weapons convention and their relevance to the biological weapons
convention.—Man versus microbe.



Pringle, Laurence.

Chemical and biological warfare: the cruclest weapons. Rev. ed., Berkley
Heights, NJ, Enslow Publishers, 2000. 112 p.

_ Partial contents.— Nerve gases and germ warfare.— Agent orange and yellow
rain.— Lessons from the Middle East.— The threat of bioterrorism.

Regis, Edward

The biology of doom: the history of America’s secret germ warfare project. New
York, Henry Holt, 1999. 259 p.

U.S. General Accounting Office.

Bioterrrorism: federal research and preparedness activities. Washington, G.A.O.,
2001. 102 p.

Weapons of mass destruction: foreign and domestic options for containment:
proceedings of a conference May 6, 1998. Edited by David J. Eaton. Austin,
Tex., Lyndon B. Johnson School of Public Affairs, University of Texas at Austin,
1999. 46 p.

Partial contents.— Biological and chemical warfare threats and
countermeasures. — Government contingency planning for biological and chemical
terrorism. — Experience in decommissioning weapons of mass destruction.—
Containing the threat from illegal bombings. — How do U.S. government agencies
cope with international biological and chemical warfare threats?— Contingency
planning for nuclear terrorism.— Comments on the containment of weapons of
mass destruction.

Zanders, Jean Pascal.

Assessing the risk of chemical and biological weapons proliferation to terrorists.
Nonproliferation review, fall 1999: 17-34.

“_. . once it has been determined that a particular group has developed an
interest in chemical or biological weapons, its eventual acquisition and release of
these weapons is virtually taken for granted . . .This black box approach has
diverted attention away from what is actually involved in the acquisition of
chemical or biological weapons by a terrorist group . . . . this article develops a
framework to analyze the process of proliferation to sub-state actors . . . this
article concludes that while the acquisition of CB weapons by terrorists is
definitely feasible, such organizations nonetheless face enormous obstacles on the
path to a CB weapon capability.”

NUCLEAR WEAPONS, NONPROLIFERATION POLICIES, AND
NATIONAL MISSILE DEFENSE

Abrosimov, Viacheslav.

Preventing missile proliferation: incentives and security guarantees. Disatmament
diplomacy, no. 57, May 2001. [6] p.

Albright, David. Hibbs, Mark.
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South Africa: the ANC and the atom bomb. Bulletin of the atomic scientists, v.
49, Apr. 1993: 32-7.

Albright, Madeline K.

The William Cohen lecture: combining force and diplomacy to secure America's
future. U.S. Department of State dispatch, v. 10, Nov. 1999:

15-19.

Alperovitz, Gar.

The decision to use the atomic bomb and the architecture of an American myth.
New York, Knopf, 1995. 847 p.

Arms Control Association Press Conference.

Damage assessment: the Senate rejection of the CTBT. Arms control today, v.
29, Sept.-Oct. 1999: 9-14.

Bee, Ronald J.

Nuclear proliferation: the post-Cold-War challenge. New York, Foreign Policy
Association, 1995. 72 p.

Brown, Harold. Schlesinger, James.
Is arms control dead? Washington quarterly, v. 23, spring 2000: 171-238.

"Harold Brown and James Schlesinger debate the topic; Thomas Graham
considers how to strengthen nuclear arms control; John Steinbruner explores the
renovation of arms control; Stephen Cambone looks at lessons learned from the
test ban vote; and Brad Roberts examines the road ahead."

Burns, William F.
The future of U.S. nuclear weapons policy. Arms control today, v. 27,
Oct. 1997: 3-5.

Former director of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency discusses
denuclearization efforts.

Carter, Leon T.

Arms control and nonproliferation: issues and analyses. Huntington, NY, Nova
Science Publishers, 2000. 267 p.

Chopra, Pran.

Towards a nuclear free world. Economic and political weekly, Apr. 17, 1993:
759-767.

Cirincione, Joseph.

New initiatives toward a world with fewer nuclear weapons. Disarmament, v. 20,
1997: 18-31.
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Cirincione, Joseph. Wolfsthal, Jon B. Rajkumar, Miriam.

Deadly arsenals: tracking weapons of mass destruction. Washington, Carnegie
Endowment for International Peace, July 2002. [25] p.

Partial contents.—Assessments and weapons.— Declared nuclear-weapon
states.—States of some concern.— States that have given up nuclear weapons.

From the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace Global Policy Program -
Non-Proliferation Project.

Available on the Internet at:
http:/fwww.ceip.org/files/nonprolife/default.asp

Contains country resources, news articles, conference information.

Commission to assess the organization of the federal government to combat the
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction.

Combating proliferation of weapons of mass destruction. Washington, The
Commission, 1999. 174 p.

“Congress established this Commission (pursuant to Public Law 104-293) to
assess the organization of the Federal Government with regard to WMD
proliferation and to make recommendations for improvements. The task is
formidable. Proliferation is related to catastrophic terrorism, infrastructure
protection, and espionage. Many separate government agencies that have
overlapping jurisdiction are involved. Combating proliferation requires actions
both at home and abroad, both unilateral and with other nations and international
organizations. The Commission finds that the US Government is not effectively
organized to combat proliferation.” Includes a detailed list of agencies within the
Federal government which are responsible for proliferating issues.

Daalder, Ivo H.

Nuclear weapons in Europe: why zero is better. Arms control today, Jan./Feb.
1993: 15-8.

Daalder, Ivo H. Lindsay, James M.

A new agenda for nuclear weapons: on nuclear weapons, destroy and codify.
Policy brief no. 94, Feb. 2002. 8] p.

From the Brookings Institution, Research on Foreign Policy Studies, Project
on National Missile Defense and Nuclear Weapons.

Available on the Internet at:
http://www.brookings.org/dybdocroot/fp/research/projects/nmd/nmd. hitm

Evaluates and critiques Bush’s November 2001 arms reduction proposal.

Davis, Zachary S.

The proliferation puzzle: why nuclear weapons spread. London, F. Cass, 1993.
356 p.

Dean, Jonathan.
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"31"{165 fz'mal stage of nuclear arms control. Washington quarterly, v. 17, fall 1994:

de Villiers, J.W., Roger Jardine and Mitchell Reiss.

g&é’h%losgouth Africa gave up the bomb. Foreign affairs, v. 72, Nov./Dec. 1993:

Elaraby, Nabil.

I5{7eg6i(5)nal security and nuclear non-proliferation. Disarmament 16, no. 3 (1993):

Ellsberg, Daniel.

Manbhattan Project IT: to end the threat of nuclear war. Harvard journal of world
affairs, summer 1992: 4-23,

Erlich, Jeff.

Are nuclear arms needed? strategic commander says they're still vital to national
security. Air force times, v. 57, Mar. 24, 1997: 30. .

Falkenrath, Richard A.

Confronting nuclear, biological and chemical terrorism. Survival, v. 40, autumn
1998: 43-65.

Federation of American Scientists, Natural Resources, Defense Council, antnion
of Concerned Scientists.

Toward true security: a US nuclear posture for the next decade. June 2001, 42
p.

Available on the Internet at:
hitp://www.fas.org/ssp/docs/010600-posture.pdf

Proposes a new nuclear weapons policy for the United States. The authors
argue that the current force structure and doctrine are obsolete and actually
endanger, rather than increase, America's security and that of the rest of the
world.” The report analyzes the problems with current nuclear policy and
proposes a number of solutions.”

Feiveson, Harold A. Blair, Bruce G. Dean, Jonathan. Fetter, Steve. Goodby, James.

The nuclear turning point: a blueprint for deep cuts and de-alerting of nuclear
weapons. Washington, Brookings Institution, 1999. 402 p.

Contents: Nuclear arms control at a crossroads. -- A strategy of staged
reductions and de-alerting of nuclear forces. -- Limiting the role of nuclear
weapons.-- Nuclear strategy and targeting doctrine.-- Ballistic missile defenses
and deep reductions.-- De-alerting strategic nuclear forces.— Nuclear forces under
staged reductions.-- Tactical and reserve nuclear warheads.-- Transparency and
irreversibility in nuclear warhead dismantlement -- Completing the deep cuts
regime -- Verifying deep reductions in nuclear forces -- The next nuclear posture
review? -~ The road to abolition : how far can we go?
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Forsberg, Randall D. Driscoll, William. Webb, Gregory. Dean, Jonathan.

Nonproliferation primer: preventing the spread of nuclear, chemical, and biological
weapons, Cambridge, Mass., MIT Press, 1995.

Contents: Nonproliferation: what one person can do. Weapons of mass
destruction. Acquiring weapons of mass destruction. Existing treaties and
agreements. Nonproliteration strategies. Nonproliferation trends and efforts.
Toward nuclear disarmament and global security.

Garrett, Banning.
The need for strategic reassurance in the 21 century. Arms control today,
v. 31, Mar. 2001: 9-14.

“Whatever its root cause, strategic mistrust may be exacerbated by the
specific policy decisions of governments — deployment of an NMD, for example
— which may not bespeak evil long-term designs but may nevertheless be
perceived as such.”

Gladyszewski, Joseph C.

Weapons of mass destruction proliferation pathways and pathway
countermeasures. Newport, RI, Naval War College, 1997. 71 p.

Glaser, Charles L.
Flawed case for nuclear disarmament. Survival, no. 40, spring 1998:112-128.

Goldenberg, Jose and Feiveson, Harold A.
Denuclearization in Argentina and Brazil. Arms control today, v. 24,
Mar. 1994: 10-4.

Goldfischer, David.

Rethinking the unthinkable after the cold war: toward long-term nuclear policy
planning. Security studies, summer 1998: 165-194.

Hagerty, Devin T.

The consequences of nuclear proliferation: lessons from South Asia. Cambridge,
MA, MIT Press, 1998. 205 p.

Hall, Gwendolyn M., et al
Arms control treaties and the future of international non-proliferation efforts.

A Post-Cold War Nuclear Strategy Model. USAF Academy, CO, July 1998, 61
p. (Arms Control Series)

Hamel-Green, Michael.

The role of regional denuclearization in post Cold War non-proliferation and
common security strategies: paper presented at La Trobe University Conference,
Nuclear proliferation & nuclear arms control after the Cold War. Mar. 1994.
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Hays, Peter L. et al.

Countering the proliferation and use of weapons of mass destruction. New York,
McGraw-Hill, 1998. 369 p.

Herring, Eric.

Preventing the use of weapons of mass destruction. Portland, OR, Frank Cass,
2000. 226 p.

Hitchens, Theresa.
%et a policy, please. Bulletin of the atomic scientists, v. 57, Jan./Feb. 2001: 21-

“ “What we urgently need is not a posture review, but a policy review . . . ¢
The problem, according to experts in widely different political camps, is that the
mismatch between today’s foreign and security policy agenda and Cold War-
based nuclear doctrine is becoming increasingly apparent . . .

Howlett, Darryl and John Simpson.

Nuclearisation and denuclearisation in South Africa. Survival 35, no. 3 (1993):
154-73. )

Isaacs, John.

Two steps forward, two steps back; United States missile defense action. Bulletin
of the atomic scientists, v. 57, July 1, 2001: 20.

“At the beginning of May, the Bush administration’s plans for missile defense
appeared on fast-forward; by the end of the month, fast-track deployment was
less certain.”

Jones, Rodney W., et al.

Tracking nuclear proliferation: a guide in maps and charts. Washington,
Brookings Institution Press, 1998. 327 p.

Johnson, Rebecca.

Nuclear arms control through multilateral negotiations. Contemporary security
policy, v. 18, Aug. 1997: 83-115.

Joseph, Robert G. Reichart, John F.
The case for nuclear deterrence today., Orbis, v. 42, winter 1998: 7-19.

Kadish, Ronald T. Levin, Carl. Cochran, Thad. Dorgan, Byron et al.

Should the United States disregard the ABM treaty and begin deployment of a
national missile defense system? Congressional digest, v. 80, Aug./Sep. 2001:
202-223
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Kadish et al share their views on the ABM Treaty and on the need for and
impact of a national missile defense system. There is a general agreement that
there is a serious possibility that if the US takes the wrong approach, it could
decrease national security and increase the risk of nuclear proliferation.”

Karp, Regina Cowen.

Security without nuclear weapons?: different perspectives on non-nuclear security.
Oxford University Press, 1992. 296 p.

Kerrey, Robert. Hartung, William D.

Toward a new nuclear posture: challenges for the Bush administration. Arms
control today, v. 31, Apr. 2001: 3-7.

“The Bush administration must decide between a unilaterist approach to U.S.
security or a cooperative stance in which it leads the world toward reducing
nuclear stockpiles.”

Koch, Andrew.

Non-proliferation -- on the way out? Jane's defence weekly, v. 16, Oct. 20,
1999: 23-25. .

Kokoski, Richard.

Technology and proliferation of nuclear weapons. New York, Oxford University
Press, 1995. 351 p.

Kosiak, Steven M.

Challenges and opportunities: U.S. nonproliferation and counterproliferation
programs in 1996. Washington, Center for Strategic and Budgetary Assessments,
1996. 38 p.

Leitenberg, M.

‘The desirability of international sanctions against the use of biological weapons
and against violations of the biological weapons convention.” The Monitor,
Athens, GA, summer 1997: 23-7.

Lodal, Jan.

The price of dominance: the new weapons of mass destruction and their challenge
to American leadership. New York, Council on Foreign Relations Press, 2001.
145 p.

Explores the U.S. post-Cold War nuclear strategy and the necessity of
mulitlateral cooperation.

Pledging ‘no first strike’: a step toward real WMD cooperation. Arms control
today, v. 31, Mar. 2001: 3-8.

“Unless the United States adopts policies that take into account the
inevitability of other nations coalescing to oppose its military dominance—no
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matter how beni %n they may see its current motives—the dangers from WMD
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Discusses the strategic implication of a nuclear-armed Iran.
89 p.; ill. 0-16-061762-6

S/N 008-020-01497-4 7.00
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Transforming Nuclear Deterrence. BOOK. 1997. Presents
summaries of remarks made at a series of nine discussions on the
theme of "Managing the Transforming Nuclear Deterrence,"
sponsored by the Institute for National Strategic Studies. Focuses on
the relationship of the United States and Russia in light of this topic.
81 p. 0-16-061202-0
D 5.402:T 68

S/N 008-020-01428-1 $5.50

United States Nuclear Policy in the 21st Century: A Fresh Look
at National Strategy and Requirements, Final Report. BOOK.
1998. Assesses the rationale and requirements for United States
nuclear weapons, and the infrastructure and people that are critical to
their sustainment, in the current and future security environment.
Promotes greater understanding of the issues and the measures that
will be necessary to sustain deterrence in an uncertain future.
264 p.; ill. 0-16-061227-6
D 5.402:N 88/3

S/N 008-020-01460-5 14.50

Verifying Nonproliferation Treaties: Obligation, Process, and
Sovereignty. BOOK. 1995. Examines two issues of national
security policy: stemming the proliferation of weapons of mass
destruction; and verifying international nonproliferation agreements.
Describes the forces that shape the ways in which negotiators address
the question of establishing and maintaining confidence among
signatories to treaties limiting nuclear, chemical and biological
weapons and reducing the size of conventional forces. Explains how
the chance events of the day intertwine with substantive
developments in treaty negotiations and implementation. 167 p.
0-16-051683-8
D 5.402:N 73

S/N 008-020-01381-1 8.00

Weapons of Mass Destruction: New Perspectives on
Counterproliferation. BOOK. 1995. Provides information from a
symposium which addressed the challenges to United States national
security and international stability posed by the spread of weapons of
mass destruction. Covers nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons;
and missiles as a means of delivery. 261 p.; ill. 0-16-047822-7
S/N 008-020-01360-9 13.50
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Superintendent of Documents
P.O. Box 371954
Pittsburgh, PA  15250-7954

Regulations require payment in advance of
shipment. Check or money order should be
made payable to the Superintendent of
Documents. Orders may also be charged to
your Superintendent of Documents

prepaid deposit account with this Office,
MasterCard, VISA or Discover/Novus. If
credit card is used, please be sure to
include its date of expiration. Postage
stamps are not acceptable.

Supplies of government documents are
limited and prices are subject to change
without prior notice.
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